CULTURAL RESOQURCES INVESTIGATION
FOR THE PROPOSED
WHISPER CREEK SUBDIVISION PROJECT
IN SOUTH PLACER COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA

FINAL REPORT

Prepared for:

Towne Development of Sacramento
3050 Tilden Drive
Roseville, CA 95661-7942

Prepared by;
PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

P.O. Box 160730
Sacramenta, CA 93816

July 2003






CULTURAL RESQURCES INVESTIGATION
FOR THE PROPOSED

WHISPER CREEK SUBDIVISION PROJECT
IN SOUTH PLACER COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA

FINAL REPORT

Prepared for:
Towne Development of Sacramento

3050 Tilden Drive
Roseville, CA 95661-7942

Prepared by: |
PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

P.O. Box 160756
Sucramento, CA 95816

Authors:
Lynn Compas, M. A

and
James Gary Maniery, M.A.

. July 3, 2003






TABLE OF CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION . .o i st e e

BACKGROUND RESEARCH ... i i iian s e oo rraraes
T o Ta e R PP PP IPRPPRT PP
[y T T U PP PP Y

NATURAL AND CULTURAL HISTORY ...
AT Y Bt o U P P B A
The Coltural ERvirOmIIEII .. ... e oses e eeraeee e e o ira s itar it s e n s r e

ACREED Y
Ethnography and EthnoRiStory ..o
3 (] T o O AR

SEIMMARY AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES ... . s
Archaeological and Architectural RESOUICES ...
TR0 (0 et L LA e} o IO PSP R
3 (PR rerehe A 1ol 1 oL T RPN T PP

LITERATURE CITED Ly

FIGURES

Figure . Project VicInity Map.........oooooin e
Figure 2. Project Location Map.... ...
Figure 3. Survey COVEIAZE .. ... ... .iiiiiee i et

APPENDIX
Appendix A. Correspondence

I =

Oh o bn Lh s g

Bt I N |

WOOWD WD WD

CA Lk bl

PAR ENVIRGNMENTAL SERVICES, INC. i1
Whizper Cresk Subdivision Projeca
(PAR Ref, Ny, [3-100d)






INTRODUCTION

As part of the environmental permitting process, Towne Development of Sacramento
contracted with PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. (PAR) to conduct a cultural
resources inventory and impact assessment of an estimated 37 acres of land located in south Placer
County, near the City of Roseville, California (Figures 1 and 2. PAR inventoried all prehistoric,
historic, ethnographic and Native American sites within the project area.

The proposed project involves federal jurisdiction (Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
Nationwide Permit 39), necessitating compliance with the provisions of the National
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) of 1969 and the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) of 1966, as amended (16 USC 470-470w), The NHPA governing regulations
promulgated by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation for the Protection of historic
properties {Title 36 CFR Part 800) requires the consideration of potential effects of the proposed
undertaking on historic properties {i.c., those resources determined eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places). The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA} of
1970 (as amended in 1998} also requires consideration of project impacts on historic properties.
PAR's work was conducted to fulfill these federal and state regnlations regarding the
environmental process.

The proposed Whisper Creek Subdivision Project would consist of a 37-acre residential
development with open space areas along Whisper Creek and an unnamed tributary. The site is
bisected by Whisper Creek, a seasonal stream supporting a corridor of cat tails and small shrubs.
The Whisper Creek Subdivision project is located in Towoship 10 Norh, Range 6 East,
Section 17 of the Citrus Heights United States Geological Survey Quadrangte {see Figure 2).

BACKGROUND RESEARCH

Research

A comprehensive field inventory of the project area was accomplished through the
integration of two tasks: 1) an intensive archaeological reconmaissance; and 2) wriiten
correspondence with approprate state agencies. A record search was requested at the North
Central Information Center (NCIC) oa March 6, 2003. Information concerning prehistoric,
ethnographic and historic use of the project area as well as previous cultural resource
mvestigations was sought.

Correspondence was also conducted with the State Historic Preservation Officer, Native
American Heritage Commission and Placer County Historical Society {Appendix A). These
agencies were asked to provide information concerning known sacred sites, traditional values,
concerns, villages or ceremonial use areas within the project area. No responses had been
received as of March 14, 2003.
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Results

The NCIC conducted a record search for the subject property on March 1€, 2003. The
record search indicated that nine previous cultural resource investigations have been completed
within an approximately one-half mile radius of the Whisper Creek property including Derr 1981,
1991, 1593, 1999; Farber 1986; Maniery and Maniery 1986; Maniery 1985, 1990, 1992;
Palumbo 1966; Peak 19792, 19790, 1982,

The studtes indjcate that the genera) area supported prehistoric camp sites characterized by
midden deposits and artifact scatters. Ranches and orchards were also located in the vicinity of
the project area. These sites are characterized by several different kinds of historical features
inciuding extant buildings and archacological remains such as foundations.

No previously recorded architectural or archaeological resources were identified within
the project area.

NATURAL AND CULTURAL HISTORY

Natural History

The project is located in the easiern edge of the Sacramento Valley in a partion of the Great
Central Valley or Lower Sonoran Zone (Storer and Usinger 1963:26). Elevation ranges from 100
feel abuve mean sea level {amsl to 140 feet amsl. The topography is characterized by
gently-sloping hills and tributaries of Dry Creek a perennial stream located north of the project

arca.

Native vegetation includes valley oak, interior live oak, blue ouk, scrub oak, cottonwood,
wiliow and others. Today, various oaks remain clustered along Dry Creek with scattered
occurrences of oaks on the hillsides. Annual grasses are also growing on the exposed hilis, along
with several introduced species, including star thistle, soft chess, tarweed and red-stemmed filaree
10 name a few,

The geologic history of the general vicinity spans abour one million years (Hackel 1566
Hill 1975; Storer and Usinger 1566). The prominent formations identified are characteristic of
the Quaternary period of the Cenozoic era and include the Turlock Lake (sand, silt, and gravel}
and Riverbank (alluvium) formations respectively (Wagner et al. 1981).
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The Cultural Environment

Archaeology

Interpretation of the prehistory of the Cenral Valley Region, patticularly the northern
Sacramento Valley, was based on archaeological investigations that hegan early in this century. J.
A. Barr, W. 1. Holmes and P. M. Jones were among the earliest to publish resuits of excavations
carried out in the Stockton region; here, information on artifact types and antiquity was first
developed for the valley region. Later in the 19305, Sacramento Jumior College and the
University of California, Berkeley, entered the picture., Work conducted by the two colleges shed
light on the diversity of prehistoric cultures in the Great Valley (Moratto 1984).

By 1940, three archaeological periods were hypothesized pased on mortuary parierns and
ornamental artifacts: Early Period, Transitional Period, and Late Period. The Cenrral California
Taxonomic Systerm was eventually developed, resulting in a refinement of the early scheme. This
system, still. applied today, includes the Early, Middle, and Late Horizons. Although some
disagreement surfaced during the 1940s, the three sequences spanned a time-period from 2500
B.C. to &.D. 1880. As more and more archaeological sites were investigated the time frame and
complexity of the cultres represented changed. Inthe 19505 and 1960s, for example, the earliest
phase was postulated to extend back to 5500 B.C. (Moratto 1984:167-216).

Work has continued toward refinement of the prehistoric periods throughout California.
Eor additional information on the subject the reader is referred to Moratto's book, California
Archaeology, which provides a good summary of the archaeological work and development of
prehistory for both the valley region and the state (Moratto 1984:167-214).

Ethnopraphy and Ethnohistory

The Native Americans that occupied the project vicinity at the time of Eurcamerican
contact fca. 1850s) are known as the Nisenan, referred to as the Sauthern Maidu (Dixon 1905,
Krosber 1976 Wilsan and Towne 1978:387). Several ethnographers, including Beals (1933},
Faye (1923), Gifford (1927), Kroeber (1976), Powers (1976), and Wilsen and Towne (1978},
have studied these Maidu people and generaily agree that Nisenan territory included the drainages
of the Bear, American, Yuba and southern Feather River. Their permanent settlements Were
«_ . . generally on the ridges that separated parallel streams, either on crests or on knolls or
terraces part way up” (Kroeber 1976:395),

A typical village consisted of several conical houses covered with batk slabs. The nearéest
ethnographic village in relationship (o the project was called Pickiku (Wilson and Towne
1978:388). The Pich-u-gur is also given for a village site in Roseville {as cited in Palumbo
1966:'9). The exact location of these villages has never been pinned down but many long time
residents of Roseville indicate a village was located in the vicinity of what is today Roseville
Square off Douglas Boulevard (Maniery 1953, Palumbo 1966).

PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. 5
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The lower foothills and valley were rich in natural resources and the Maidu took advantage
of many availuble foods. Acorns were important 1o their diet and were supplemented with seeds,
nuts, berries, herbs, and fruit. Virtually every animal was hunted and/ot uapped, excluding
lizards, snakes and prizzly bears. Maidu were nomadic throughout much of the year, moving
from place to place following pame and gathering plants.

In the 1860s both the Fiddyment and Kaseberg ranches, located a few miles north of the
project, allowed Maidu families to collect acorns, tubers, and grasshoppers during the late
summer and fall (Davis 1975). These activities would take place along Pleasant Grove Creek
(Foster and Foster 1981:9). According to Wilson (1972:32-38), "Traditionally, families would
usually go to special places to get acorns, and they may have owned certain trees” (Wilson
1972:37). Wilson's information is based on ethnographic work with Elizabeth Enos, a foothill
Nisenan living north of Auburn.

The Nisenan hunting and gathering cycle was altered drasticaily with the discovery of gold
in Coloma in 1848. As miners poured into the Roseville and Auburn areas the Native Americans
‘were forced out of their winter villages, land was fenced, streams were sifted and food resources
became increasingly difficult to procure. Stephen Powers, after traveling through the region in
the 1870s, noted that the "Nishiman [sic] . . . had the misformine to occupy the heart of the Sierra
mining region, in consequence of which they have been miserably corrupted and destroyed”
(1676:317). By the time of his visit, Nisenan were surviving as best they could, working for
whites in imines or on ranches, panning for goid, or adopting even more abstract forms of survival
(Wilson and Towne 1978:396-397).

History

The earliest Euro-American use of the project vicinity was probabiy in the late 18405 when
Placer and Sacramenio counties were swarming with men searching surface placer deposits for
gold. By 1854 the area was sparsely sertled and ranching had begun on a small scale. A man
named [ee acquired 10,500 actes of land through government script around this time and settled
on Pleasant Grove Creek north of the project (Lardner and Brock 1924:211). In 1856 he soid to
Stephen A. Boutwell, who began to acquire other land near the California and Oregon Raiiroad
(now Union Pacific). Boutwell and his parmer, William Dunlap, used their land for a sheep
ranch, combining their holdings with those of a new partner, fames W. Kaseberg, in 1864
Lardner and Brock (1924:212) note that during the 1870s as many as 30,000 head of sheep were
sheared on the ranch each year. They also note that some of the first thoroughbred and troting
horses raised in California were on the Boutwell, Dunlap, and Kaseberg ranch (again, less than
five miles north of the project). All of these ranches are located less than five mniles north of the
proposed project.
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SURVEY METHODS AND RESULTS

Methods

The survey was conducted by PAR Cultural Resource Specialists Lynn Compas and
Monica Schmidt, on March 7, 2003. Iniensive survey using transects spaced no more than 20
tmeters apart were used in 95 percent of the project area. Cursory coverage was used in areas
where there was dense vegetation that prevented intensive inspection of the natural ground surface
(approximately five percent of the project area). The archaeologists examined all areas where the
ground was visible for any sign of prehistoric or historic remains and, at random intervals if
necessary, scraped the ground surface using a small hand wowel to peel back vegetative cover and
aliow a closer inspection of the ground surface without subsurface excavatirnl. Survey coverage
is plotted on Figure 3.

Results

The landscape has been altered by an underground uiility corridor that leads from the PFE
road south through proposed fot 50, Other alrerations inciude a flat above the eastern portion of -
the open space corridor along the western side of the project that appears to have been landscaped
with non-native plamts such as pompus grass, weeping willow, fruit trees and date palms;
hawever, none of the plants appear to be over 30 years of age. The area is used by local children
23 is evidenced by modern toys and a tree house. In addition, young fruit trees and rose bushes
siill in their pots have been planted along the southern property buundary. [t appears as though
someone has been using the area as an informal nursery.

A paved driveway or narrow road that may have led into or traversed the property at one
time is located in the southeastern portion of the property within proposed Lot 30. It appears to
have been neglected for several years as piants are growing through it; however, it does not
appear [o be over 50 years of age.

Two parallel railroad ties are located near the pavement. They may have been used fora
flower or vegetable bed by the informal nursery tenant. The ties are still covered with creasote,
are oot weathered and appear 1o have been placed within the last ten years.

AR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES. INC. 7
whisper Creek Sundivisian Projec:
(PAR Ref. No, 03-2004)



CITRUS HEIGHTS, CA
1967, PHOTOREVISED 1980
7.5 MINUTE SERIES (TOPOGRAPHIC)

SCALE 1:24000
a

_'Sewa.gt ]
l[ %Duﬁpnst r‘nnds

- L .--". J')
E Lo P . L
\ -' O N BRI T P -
If\"" 3 _;p—u--n-l'd:-" oe =D = F .

- ...‘x----— ‘qn b

[ —

_ qi__: _ "-_JOL ?El.!

Flgure 3. Surva}r Cuverage "v[ap

PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SER‘-"]CES.. INC, ]
utiemar ek Sundivision Project



SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDED
MANAGEMENT MEASURES

Archaeological and Architectural Resources

No archaeological or architectural resources were located within the project area. No
further studies are needed at this titne,

Recommendations

There exists the possibility of undiscovered prehistoric or historical archaeological
remains. [n the event that subsurface prehistoric or historical archaeological remains are identified
during construction and cultural resource personnel are not present, work in the affected areas should
stop until a qualified professional archaeologist can evaluate the find. Legislation applicable to this
situation includes the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 and 36 CFR 800 of the NHPA.

Prehistoric resources that may be identified include, but are not limited te, concentrations
of stone tools and manufacturing debris made of obsidian, chert, basalt and other materials;
“milling equipment such as bedrock mortars, pertable mortars, and pesties; and locally darkened
soils (midden) that may contain dietary remains such as shell and bone, as well as kuman remains.
Historic resources that may be identified include, but are not limited to small cemeteries or burial
plots, house foundations, privys, cans with soldered seamms or tops, and botties or fragments of
clear and colored glass. All project personnel must be briefed about potential archaeological
resources and the procedures to follow if a discovery is made.

Human Remains

Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 7050 of the California Health
and Safety Code protect Native American burials, skeletal remains and grave goods, regardiess of
age, and pravide method and means for the appropriate handling of such remains. Section 106 of
the NHPA aiso protects Native American burials, skeletal remains and grave goods. If human
remains are encountered, work should halt in that vicinity and the County coroner should be
notified immediately, At the same time, an archaeologist should be contacted to evaluate the
situation. If the human remains are of Native American origin, the coroner must notify the Native
American Heritage Commission within 24 hours of such identification. CEQA details steps ta be
taken if human burials are of Native American origin.
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PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

Cultural Resource Management m Biology m Environmental Planning

March 6, 2003

ESTABLISHED 1882

Dr. Knox Mellon

State Historne Preservation Officer
State Office of Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 942896

Sacramenta, CA 94296

RE: Whispering Creek Subdivision Project (PAR Ref. No. 03-2004)
Dear Mr. Mellon:

PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. (PAR) is conducting a cultural
resource investigation for the Whispering Creek Subdivision project. The project
consists of constructing a housing development in 37 acres in Placer County, CA. The
location of the project is depicted on the enclosed map.

We would appreciate any background information regarding prehistoric, histeric,
or ethnographic cultural resources that you can provide about this project area. We are
also interested in any concerns that the Native American community may have regarding
this project.

If you have any questions and/or cCoMMENts, please contact me at the number
below,

Sincerely,
PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
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ESTABLISHED 1982

March 6, 2003

Debbie Pilas-Treadway

Native Amegican Heritage Commission
915 Capitel Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Whispering Creek Subdivision Project (PAR Ref. No. 03-2004)
Dear Ms. Pilas-Treadway:

PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. (PAR) is conducting a cultural
resource investigation for the Whispering Creek Subdivision project. The project
consists of canstructing a housing development in 37 acres in Flacer County, CA. The -
location of the project is depicted on the enclosed map.

We would appreciate any background information regarding prehistoric, historic,
or ethnographic cultural resources that you can provide about this project area. We are
also interested in any concerns that the Native American community may have regarding
this project.

If vou have any questions and/or comments, please contact me at ihe number
below.

Sincerely,
PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
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Senior Cultural Resource Specialist
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March 6, 2003

ESTARLISHED 1581

Placer County Historical Society
P.0O. Box 5643
Auburn, CA 05604

RE: Whispering Creek Subdivision Profect (PAR Ref. Ne. §3-2004)
Dear Director:

PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. {PAR) is conducling a cultural
resource investigation for the Whispering Creek Subdivision project. The project
consists of constructing a housing development in 37 acres in Placer County, CA. The
location of the project is depicted on the enclosed map.

We would appreciate any background information regarding prehistoric, historic,
or ethnographic cultural resources that you can provide about this project area. We are
also interested in any concerns that the Native Americzn community may have regarding
this project.

If you have any questions and/cr comments, please contact me at the number
below.

Sincerely,
PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, [NC.
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INTRODUCTION

The project arca is localed in the Dry Creek vicinity in southern Placer County, California. The
praject involves the development ol a residential community, The project atea is located in
sections 17, Township 10 North Range 6 East, mapped on the Citrus Heights USGS topographic
yuadrangle (Map 1), Because the proposed work will require Clean Water Act (CWA)
permitting from the United States Army Corps of Engineers, the applicant will participate as a
consulling party to assist the federal agency in demonstrating compliance with Section 106 of
the NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470f; regulations codified at 36 CEFR § 800),

The property contains a residential building dating to 1961 with associated barn dating to
between 1967 and 1980,

Melinda A. Peak, senior histotian with Peak & Associates, Inc. served as principal investigator
for the study, with Ann Peak completing the ficid survey (resumes, Appendix 1).

REGULATORY CONTEXT

The Section 106 review process is implemented using a five step procedure: 1) identification and
evaluation ol historic properties; 2) assessment of the effects of the undertaking on properties
that are eligible for the National Register; 3) consultation with the State Iistoric Preservation
Office (SHPO) and other agencies for the development of a memorandum of agreement (MOA)
thal addresses the treatment of historic properties; 4) receipt of Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation comments on the MOA or results of consultation; and 5) the project implementation
according to the conditions of the MOA.

The Sectivn 106 compliance process may not consist of all the steps above, depending on the
sitwation. For example, if identification and evaluation result in the documented conclusion that

no properties included in or eligible for inclusion are present, the process ends with the
klentification and evaluation step.

FRAMEWORK FOR EVALUATION

Decisions regarding management of culural resources hinge on determinations of their
significance (36 CI'R 60.2). As part of this decision-making process the National Park Service
has idemtified components which must be considered in the evaluation process, including:

0 criteria for signittcance;
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0 historic conlext: and
0 inregrity.
Criteria for Significance

Significance of cultural resources is measured against the National Register criteria for
evaluation:

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeclogy, engineering,
and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess
integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association,
and,

i(a) that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history; or

(b} that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

i(c) that embody the dislinctive characteristics ol a type, peried, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic
values, or that represent a sigmilicant and distinguishable entity whose components
nuy lack individoal distinction: or

{d)  that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory
or history (36 CFR 60.4).

Historic Context

The historic conlext is a narrative statement "that groups information about a series of historic
properiies based on 4 shared theme, specific tine period, and geographical area” To evaluale
resources in accordance with federal guidelines, rthese siles must be examined to determine
whether they are examples of a defined “property lype". The property type is a "grouping of
individual properties based on shared physical or associative characteristics”.  Through this
evaluation, each site is viewed as a representative of a class of similar properties rather than as
A unique phenomenon.

A well developed historical context helps determine the association between property types and
broud patterns of American history. Once this linkage is established, each resource’s potential
to address specific research issues can be explicated.



Integrity

IFor a property w be eligible for listing in the National Register it must meet one of the criteria
lor sigmficance (36 CFR 60.4 [a b, ¢, or d]) and retain integrity. Integrity is defined as “the
authenticily of a property’s historic identity, evidenced by the survival of physical characteristics
that existed during the property’s historic or prehistoric period”.

The tollowing discussion i3 derived from National Register Bulietin 15 ("How to Apply the
Mational Register Criteria tor Evaluation”).

Within the concept ol integrity, there are seven aspects or qualitics that define integrity in
various combinations. The seven aspects are: location, design, setling, materials, workmanship,
fecling, and association. 1'o retain historic iotegrity, a property will possess several or usually
mast of these aspects. The relention of specific aspects is necessary for a properly lo convey
this significance. Determining which of the seven aspects are important involves knowing why,
where and when the property is significant.

The prescribed steps in assessing integrity are as follows:

0 define the essential physical features that must be present for a property to represent its
significance;

Q determine whether (he essential physical teatures are visible enough to convey their
signiticance;

C determine whether the property needs 10 be compared with similar properties; and,

< determine, based on the significance and essential physical fealures, which aspects of

Integrity are particularly vital to the property being nominated and if they are present.

Ultimately, the question of integrity is answered by whether or not the property retains the
dentity for which it is significant.

All properties change over time. 1t is not necessary for a property to retain all its historic
physical features or characteristics. Huwever, the property must retain the essential physical
teatures What enable it to convey its histonic identity. The essential physical features are those
fealures that define why a property is signiticant,

A property’s historic significance depends on certain aspects of integrity. Determining which
of the aspects i most important to a particular property requires an understanding of the
property’s significance and its essential physical features. For example, a property’s historic
significance can be related (o its association with an important event, historical pattern or person.
A property thal is significant for its DListoric association is eligible for listing if it retains the



essential physical featurcs that made up its character or appearance during the period of its
association with the imponant event, historical pattern, or person.

A property important for association with an event, hislorical pattern, or person ideally might
retain some features of all seven aspects of integrity. Integrity of design and workmanship,
however, might not be as important to the significance, and would not be relevant if the property
were an archeological site. A basic integrity test for a property associaled with an important
event or person is whether a historical contemporary would recognize the property as it exists
today. For archeological sites that are eligible under Criteria a and b, the seven aspects of
integrity can be applied in much the same way as they are 10 buildings, structures, or objects.

In sum, the assessment of a resource’s National Register eligibility hinges on meeting two
conditions:

0 the site must possess the potential to be eligible for listing in the National Register under
one of the evaluation criteria either individually or as a contributing element of a district
based on the hisloric context that is established; and

Q the site must possess sufficient integrity, i.e. it must retain the qualities that make it
eligible for the National Register.

For the National Register, "a district possesses a significant concentration, lnkage, or continuity
of ... objects united historically or aesthetically by plan or physical developmeni.” The identity
of a district derives from the relationship of its resources, which can be an arrangement of
functionally related properties.

CULTURAL HISTORY

Archeological Buckground

The Sacramento Delta was one of the {irst regions in California to attract intensive archeological
fieldwork. Between 1893 and 1901, avocatiomal archeologist J. A. Barr excavated many
prehistoric mounds in the Stockion area.  He collected nearly 2000 artifacts during the course
of his investigations. H. C. Meredith was another avocational archeologist of the period who
pursued collecting in the same Stockton locality. Meredith (1899, 1900) did publish a
compilation of his own and Barr’s findings, and these appear to constitute the carliest accounts
of delta archeelogy. Holmes (1902), from the Smithsonian Institution, further elaborated on the

della or "Stockton District” archeology, presenting illustrations of artifacis collected by Meredith
and Barr.

It was Llmer J. Dawson who frst recognized culture changes through time in delta archeology.
‘Though he was an amateur archeologist, Dawson understood the necessity of keeping accurate



notes on grave associations and provenience of artifacts. He collaborated with W. E. Schenck
lo produce an overview of northeen San Joaquin Valley archeology (Schenck and Dawson 1929).

The overview comtained information on more than 90 prehistoric sites as well as data on
previous cotlectors,

By 1931, the focus of archeological work was directed toward the Cosummes River locality,
where survey and exploration were conducted by Sacramento Junior College (Lillard and Purves
1936). Lxcavations, especially al the stratified Windmiller mound {CA-SAC-107), suggested
three temporally distinet cultural traditions: Carly, Transitional, and Late. Information Erew
as a result of excavations at other mounds in the delta and lower Sacramento Valley by
Sacramento Junior College and the University of California, Berkeley.

Previous investigations in the project region have focused upon very detailed archival research
of Spanish sources (Bennyhoff 1977), reexamination of earlier work (Ragir 1972; Schulz 1981;
Doran 1980) and archeological investigations at a number of small sites (Schuiz et al. 1979;
Schulz and Simons 1973; Soule 1976). Several of the previously investigated sites probably
represent sateflite encampments or small villages associated with major villages. The majority
of the sites appear Lo be relatively late in time, and probably represent Plains Miwok. The
activities practiced are varied, but derailed studies on the faunal collection suggest seasonality
of occupation and a focus on {ish species other than the main channel varieties.

Writing the definitive summary of California archeology, Morato (1984: 529-547) devoted an
entire chapter to linguistic prehistory.  For the Central Valley region, Moratto points out that
some Early Horizon and Middle Horizon central Califomia archeological sites appear at least
n part, contemporangous, based on existing radiocarbon dates. Cultural materials recovered
trom CA-S]0-68, an Early Horizon site, are thought to relate to date to 4350 + 250 B.P or
2350 B.C. On the other hand, a Middle Herizon component at CA-CCO-308 dates o 4450 +
400 B.P. or 2450 B.C. The antiquity of other Early and Middle Horizon sites demonstrate an
overlap of the two horizons by 4 millennium or more.

One cxplanation proposcs that the Middle Horizon represents an intrusion of ancestral Miwok
speaking people into the lower Cosumnes, Mekelumne, and Sacramento River areas from the
Bay Area. The Early Horizon may represent older Yokuts settlements or perhaps the speakers
of a Utian language who were somehow replaced by a shilt of population(s) from the bay.

Ethnological Background

The project area lies in the territory attributed to the Nisenan, a branch of the Maidu group of
the Penutian language family. Tribes of this language family dominated the Central Valley, San
l'rancisco Bay areas, and western Sierra Nevada foothills at the coming of the white man. The
Nisenan controlled the drainages of the Yuba, Bear, and American rivers, along with the lower
portion of the Feather River. The tribes of this whole region referred to themselves as Nisenan,
meaning "people,” in contrast to the surrounding tribes, in spite of close linguistic and cultural



similarities. 1'or this reason, they are usually named by this term rather than the more technigal
“Southern Maidu.” In any event, the local main village was of more importance to the people
than the tribal designation, and groups idemtified themselves by the name of the central village.

Their northern boundary has not been clearly established due to similarily in language to
neighboring groups. ‘The eastern boundary was the crest of the Sierra Nevada mountains.
Probably a few mules south to the confluence of the American and Sacramento rivers on the

valley Noor was their southern boundary. The weslern boundary extended (rom this point
upstream to the mouth of the Feather River.

The Valley Maidu settlement paticrn was basically oriented to major river drainages, with
ancillary villages located on tributary streams and sloughs. Major villages oflen supported a
population exceeding five hundred people (Wilson and Towne 1978:389). The tflat grasslands
between water courses were used [or collecting vegetable foods and hunting, but these activities
leave little, if any, archeological evidence.

Both the valley and loothill Nisenan lived by hunting and gathering, with the latter being more
important. Acorns in the forms of meal, soup or bread provided the staple diet, augmented by
a wide variety of seeds and tubers. Hunting and fishing were regularly practiced, but provided
less of the diet than vegetable foods, The bedrock mortar and pestle were employed 1o process
the acorn meats inlo flour, and the mortar cups are frequently found throughout the range of oak
trees. Both salmon and eel were caught at Salmon Falls near Folsom.

Religion was in the form of the "Kuksu Cult,” a widespread pattern among the California
Iodians. Ceremonies congregated in the semi-subterranean dancehouse located at the central
village and "cry sites” where the annual mourning ceremony for the dead took place. Later, the
teligious revival ol the ghost dance also alfected this area.

[n 1833, the great epidemic swept through the Sacramento Valley. This epidemic has been
attributed to malaria (Cook 1955:308), and is estimated 1o have killed seventy-five percent of
the: pative population, leaving only a shadow of the original Maidu to face the intruding miners
and settlers. The Niscnan of the mountain areas felt little of the impact of European settlement
n California as compared o the Valley Nisenan, who were subjected to some misstonization.
The Mountain Nisenan, remote from these early impacts, were overwhelmed by the gold rush.
Native ways ot life were almost totally abandoned, and wday only a few families in Placer,
Nevada, Yuba, and El Dorado counties identify themselves as Nisenan and can speak the
language (Wilson and Towne 1978).

Historical Context

Although the project area lies in Placer County, its history is closely tied to the town of
Antelope, only a little over a mile southeast of the project area.



In 1864 when the Central Pacific Railroad completed the section of the transcontinental railroad
line that connected Sacramento to Roseville, it provided a means of marketing agricultural
prodlucts, mainly grains, grown in the Antelope and Dry Creek vicinity. In 1876, capitalizing
on the need fur a storage and shipping facility near the raileoad, J.F. Cross constructed a 40
foot by 100 feot brick warehouse adjacent 1o the railroad tracks in the northeast quarter of the
southwest quarter of section 21, Township 10 north, Range 6 east, Mount Diablo Meridian
{Thompson and West [8%(0:213).

The location of the warehouse proved to be successful.  In 1877 the Antelope Business
Association, who named the settlement Antelope, opened the tirst store in the community and
by June of that year they opened the only post oftice in Center Township (Gudde 1969:11;
Irickstad 1955:131). In 1878 John Berry purchased the store from the Anielope Business
Association. In 1879 the area continued to grow as Richard Astill built the first hotel and
opened the second store in the town (Thompson and West 1880:213).

In 1880, the community of Amtelope included four residences, two stores, one hotel, and a
blacksmith shop ran by G.W. Anderson, a native of lowa who moved to Calitornia in 1876 and
to Antelope in 1878 (Thompson and West [880:250}.

In 1907, an 84.2 acre tract of land was purchased by Alvin E. l‘arnham and his wife Cordelia
that included the project area. The 1909 plat map of the township shows ownership of the tract
by l‘arnham and C.E. Gould. The Goulds held large tracts of land in the Dry Creek district,
A biography for Mrs. Faroham in 1924 mentioned that the property contained a large almond
orchard that provided a good source of income. The Farnhams helonged to several social

organizations in Antelope, and by 1924, son Mahlon Faroham had taken over management of
the ranch {Lardner and Brock 1924:453-4535).

1961, a three bedroom, one bath home was constructed on the property. The building is a plain,
ranch-style residence, with no distinctive characteristics.  The parcel containing the buildings
totals 9.32 acres. Between 1967 and 1980, a barn was added w the property.

RESEARCH

A records search was conducted [or the project area at the North Central Information Center of
the California Historical Resources Information System by Julia Green of ECORP {Appendix

2). No portion of the project area had been previously surveyed, and there are no prehistoric or
historie resources in or near \he projecl area.

Archival research for the home site was undertaken al the Placer County Archives and through
the Placer County Assessor,



NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION

A lerter was sent to the Native American Heritage Commission {NAHC) requesting a check of
the Sacred Tands files (Appendix 3). The check failed to teveal any properties listed as Sacred
Lands. ‘The NAHC did provide a list of individuals and gtoups to contact regarding the
property.  Ms. Green sent letters to Rose Lnos; Jetf Murray of the Shingle Springs Band of
Miwok I[ndians; Christopher Suehead of ‘Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu Cultural Foundation; and
Jessica Tavares and John Suehead of United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn

Rancheria. A response was received from the United Auburn Indian Community requesting that
# survey be conducted.

FIELD ASSESSMENT

Ann Peak and Sue Merritt completed & survey of the property in August 2004, The cntire
project area was traversed on [oot, using 10 meter wide transects. Ground visibility was fair
to good.  No prehistoric resources were located within the project area.

The 1961 residence and 1967-1980 barn were not formally recorded as they are less than 45
years 1n age, and are clearly non-distinctive architectural resources.

EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

As a result of the identification and evaluation elforts, an agency official may find that there are
no historic properties present or there are historic properties present but the undertaking will
have no effect upon them as defined in Section 800,16 (i},

If the agency official finds there are historic properties which may be affected by the
undertaking, the agency official shall apply the criteria of adverse effect . "An adverse effect
is found when an undertaking may alter, directly or indirectly, any of the characteristics of a
historie property that qualify the property for inclusion in the National Register in a manner that
would diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling or association” (Section 800.5 (a) ).

There are three possible findings:

» Finding of no historic properties affected: There is no effect of any kind on the historic
properties.



. Finding of no adverse effect: ‘I'here could be an effect, but the effect would not be
harmful to the characteristics that gualify the property for inclusion in the National
Register: or

. Adverse effect: There could be an effect, and that effect could diminish the integrity of
such characteristics.

There were no histonic properties recorded within the project arca. With regard to Section 106

of the N1IPA, it is recommended that agency seek concurrence from the California SHPO with
a finding of *no historic properties affected” per § 800.4(d) (1),
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PEAK & ASSOCIATES, INC.
RESUME

MELINDA A. PEAK January 2004
Senior Historian/Archeologist

3941 Park Drive, Suite 20 #329

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

{916} 539-2403

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

Ms. Peak has served as the principal investigator on a wide range of prehistoric and historic
excavations throughout California.  She has directed laboratory analyses of archeological
materials, including the historic period.  She has also conducted a wide variety of cultural
resource asscssments in California, including documentary research, field survey and report
Preparation.

In addition, Ms. Peak has developed a second field of expertise in applicd history, specializing
in site specific research. She is a registered professional historian and has completed a number
of histotical rescarch projects. Ms. Peak has been a regular lecturer for courses in the Capital
Campus Public History program (California State University, Sacramento), teaching cultural
resource law and site specitic rescarch methods.

Through her education and experience, Ms, Peak meets the Secretary of Interior Standards for
historian, architectural historian, prehistoric archeologist and historic archeotogist.

EDUCATION

M.A. - History - California State University, Sacramento, 1989

Thesis: The Betlevue Mine: A Historical Resources Management Site Study in Plumas and Sierra
Counties, California

B.A. - Anthropology - University of California, Berkeley, 1976

RECENT PROJECTS

In recent monihs, Ms. Peak has completed several determination of eligibility and effect
documents in coordination with the Corps of Engineers for projects requiring federal permits,
assessing the cligibility of a number of sites for the National Register of Historic Places. She
has also completed historical research projects on a wide variety of topics for a number of
prajects including the development of navigation and landings on the Napa River, a (armhouse
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dating to the 1860s, an early roadhouse, and a scction of an clectric railway line. She also
completed an NRHP evaluation of Folsom Dam for the Corps of Lngineers.

In recent years, Ms, Peak has prepared a number of cultural resource overviews and predictive
models for blocks of land proposed for future development for general and specific plans. She
has been able to direct a number of surveys of these areas. allowing the model to be tested.

Ahe served as principal investigator for the mulli-phase Twelve Bridges Goll Club project in
Placer County. She served as lizison with the various agencies, helped prepare the Listoric
properties treatment plan, managed the various phases of test and data recovery excavations, and
completed the final report on the analysis of the test phase excavations of a number of
prehistoric sites. She is currently involved as the principal investigator for the Clover Valley
Lakes project adjacent o Twelve Bridges in the City of Rocklin, coordinating contacts with
Native Americans, the Corps of Engineers and the Office of Historic Preservation.

Ms. Peak has served as project manager for a number of major survey and excavation projecis
in recent years, including the many surveys and site definition excavations for the 172-mile-long
Pacitic Pipeline proposed for construction in Santa Barbara, Ventura and Los Angeles counties.
She also completed an archival study in the City of Los Angeles for the project. She also served
as principal invesligator for the 1997 coaxial cable removal project for AT&T.

Additionally, she completed a number of small surveys, served as a construction menitor at

several urban sites, and directed the excavations of several historic complexes in Sacramento,
Placer and El Dorado Counties.

Ms. Peak is the author of 4 chapter and two sections of the recently published history (1999) of
Sacramento County, Sacramento: Gold Rush Legacy, Metropolitan Legacy. S$he is currently

preparing text for the second Sacramento County history volume, to be published by Herilage
Media in 2004,
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RESUME

ANN S. PEAK February 2004
Consulting Archeclogist

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

Ms. Peak has had over thirty years of extensive experience in both the public and private
sectors, in providing professional archeological services. She has completed archeological work
in all cultural areas of California, western Great Basin, and southeastern Oregon. Ier projects
include contracts with foderal, state and local agencies and private firms.

She has directed all types of cultural resource-related projects, including field surveys, test

excavations, data recovery programs, intensive archival research and culwral resource
management.

EDUCATION

M.A. - Anthropology - California Siate University, Sacramento, 1975
B.A. - Anthrepology - California State University, Sacramento, 1972
Studies in public health and microbiology, Universily of California, Berkeley, 1949-1550

RECENT PROJECTS

Ms. Peak most recently served as principal investigator for the data excavations at CA-PLA-592,
-613, -G18, -619, and -620, prehistoric midden sites in the Sierran foothills. In 1993, she served
as the principal investigalor for the excavations at CA-PLU-88, a large scasonal camp site with
prehistoric rock art in the Plumas National Forest.  She also completed the recordalion and
analysis of the numerous petroglyphs present within a portion of the site

Ms. Peak served as the principal investigator for the various surveys and site testing for the 172-
mile-long Pacilic Pipeline project proposed for construction in Santa Barbara, Ventura and Los
Angeles counties.  She has completed 2 number of smaller surveys throughoul northern
California and Nevada.

Ms. Peak has extensive experience in Great Basin culwure areas, directing a number of large
block surveys for proposed new mines or re-operations of historic mine sites throughout Nevada.

She has served as principal or field direclor and co-authar on other large prejects completed in
recent years, including excavations of two historic sites in Sacramento County and one in El
Dorado County, several prehistotic sites within the proposed Haystack Reservoir in Merced

County and a prehistoric site within the area of the proposed Susanville Correctional Center
EXPANSION.
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February 4, 2004

Jeff Pemstein

Towne Development of Setramento, Inc.
775 Sunrise. Avenue, Sulte 270

Roseville, Callfomia 95661

RE:  ALMOND RANCH, PLACER COUNTY ¥ 2002225

Dear Mr. Pemstein:

A records search for the Almond Ranch project (Attachment A) was completed using files from
the North Central Information Center with the following resufts:

FPrefistoric Rasourtas: The records indicate that no previously recorded sites are locabed within
this project.

Historic Rasources: The records indicate that no previously recorded sttes are located within
this protect. .

Previous Archaeological Investigations: The reconds show that two previous archaeolagical
surveys were done adjacent to the project area, PAR Environmental Services, Inc. surveyed the
portion to the west of the project for the Whisper Creek Subdivision, Pesk and Assoclates, [nc.
surveyed the portion to the east of the project for the 7ang Fat propesed subdivision.

Literature Search: In addition to the official records and maps for archaeolpglcal sites and
surveys In Placer County, the following historic references were also reviewed: the National
Register of Historic Places-Listed properties {2003), Cafifornia Historical Landmarks (1595 and
updates;, Callfornia Polnts of Historicat Tnterest {1992 and updates), Gold Districts of California
(1979), Caiiformia Gold Camps (1975}, Callfornia Place Names (1959), Survey of Survays
Historic and Architecturzl Resources (1989}, Directory of Preperties in the Histarical Resources
Inventory (1599}, Caltrans Local Bridge Survey {1983, updated 2000), Caltrans State Bridgs
Survey (1987}, Calfornia and Pony Express Trail (1984}, Historic Spots in California (2002),
1907 Gaolegic Land Office Plat map and Hancbook of Notth American Indlans Voiume 8 {1578).

Lierature Resufts: The 1907 GLO plat map shows a trail to the southeast of the project about
11 mile. The remaining literature and records did not reveal any known resources.

Native American Consuliation: We have consulted with the Native Arnerican Heritage
Commission (NAHC) concerning potential areas of Native American concerns regarding the
Almond Parith project area. We malled letters to extend necessary consideration to ail Nabive
Arnericans on the cantact list provided by NAHC on the proposed undertaking, No comments or
concems were expressed except, a letter from the United Auburt Indian Community expressing
that a survey be conducted. They have also requested that, if resources are yecorded within the
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praject they would like a copy of the cultural reeources repori All information sent is included in
the record of consuitatien {Attachment B).

In cenclusion, the proiect area has not been archaeofogically surveyed. Therefore, it is
recommended that the parcel be surveyed for cuttura! resources. Endosed please find our
proposed amendmant 5, which indudes costs for recommended surveys and subsequent report.
If the terms meet with your approval, plaase execiste and retumn to our office.

jneerely,
;M%:\«W\

Julla K. Green
Cuttural Resourca Spetialist

2 2EZ-ZEENCUILT A Resnurres LAR Resres for
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¥ ECORP Consulting, Inc.

" ENVIRONMENTAL DONSULTANTS

lanuary 8, 2004

Ms. Dehbie Pilas-Treadway

Assoriate Governmental Program Analysc
Native 4merican Herttage Commission
475 Capital Mail, Room 364

Sscramento, CA 55814

RE: Cultural Resources Identification Effort for the &mond Randh property,
Placer County, Californis TI1ON, REE, Section 17,

Dear Ms, Phas-Treadway:

ECORP Consutting, Inc. has been retained to assist in the tianning of te development
on the parce! indlcaked above, As part of the idendfication effort, we are seeking
nformation from el partes that may have knowlecge of or concems with historic
nropertes or cultura! resources In the area of potential effect,

Inciuded is a map showing the project area outllned. We= would appreciate input on this
uncartaking from the Native American community with concerns zbout pessicle
treditional cultural properties or poteniiai impacts within or adjacent to the arez of
potential eFect. Please understand that this ‘s ngt & reguest for location, data or any
other information that may be deemed sensitive or confidential to Individual Native
Americans, Native American organizations, or Federally Recognized Trives. Infurmation
on other parties that may have Interests or concems n the undertaklng wculd be
appreciated. Tharmk you in advanee for your assistance in our culturai resaoarce
management consuitation.

Slnteréiy,

Julia K. Green
Cuttural Resource Speglallst

20 onglas Bhet,, Sulte TBG
Posevile, Calliorie 53651

Tefe: {916} TEZ-Q1C0

Fax (98] TE2-3134

EAmoil ecomlrmmaconsuiing com
Web: woew scompeuniuiling. com
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE CUMMISSION
918 SAPITOL Maly RAOoM 386

SACRAMENTE, £k W5574

151 As¥eidgz

Fax (3763 9ET.E19T

Wab 58 wew.nghooe.gey

Januery 13, 2004
Jailg K, Graen
ECOAP Consulting, Tne.
2967 Dauglas Bivd, Suite 180
Bosayiila, CA 5857

Sam by Fax $18-762-81324
Numbe: of Pages: B

SF  Prooposed ; : vt ; i —Fere r
Fradyremt-ad-Sie-mEToveITer S, MEser Coomty;  Almond Ranch, Placer County;
L N e ey o 1. o et ek (VR o= T Gl by
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Dear Ms. Graan

A racord search of the sacred {and fila has failed to indizate the presenoe of Native Amarican
euftural rescuices in the immediate project arsa. Tha absense of spechic sfte infermation in
e sacred lands file does not indlcate the absence of cultural resources in any project arsa.
Diher sources of cultural resources stould aiss be cantacted for information rsgarding Kraws
and recorded sites,

Erclozad is a list of Native Americans indiiduais/orgenizetions who may nave inowledga of
cultursi resources in the project ares, The Commisslon makex no recommendaden or prafarense
ot & single indivitual, ar group over znother, This gt should previde a-siaring place in acatin
areas of potential adverse impact within tha proposst projact ares. | suggest you contact all =f
shose Indicatad, it thay carnot supply infammation, ey might recemmend otharg with spachic
knowledge. If a response haa not been resaived withir two weska of notlfication, the Commissicn
recuests that you follow-up with & ‘elephone call to ansure that He project infarmatian Ras
baart receivad,

f you receive notificaden of changa of acdresgses and phone sumbers from any those ndividuals
er arauns, nlease notify me, With your assistance we ars able t0 assura That cur lists contain

currant ‘rformation, i you have any quastisng or need additional information, piease comact
ma at (918} EBE3-483R8.

g ﬁaraly, ’_b .
Dabby Pias-Traadway
Ervirarkr.antal Spasialist |}




HATIVE AMERICAN CONTACTS
Placer County
January 13, 2004

United Auburn Indizn Community of the Auburr Rancharia
John Sushead

insa Enga

5310 Rancroft Hoad Maidu £75 Menig Drve, Suite 2 Maldy
B , CA 856803 ‘Washoe Rockin DA SR7ES  Miwok
530) B79-2378 916 683-37:0

316 663-3727 - Fax

3hingie Springs Band of Miwagk Indfans
Jett Murray, Cultursl Fesources Manager
20, Box 1340 Miwok
shingle , CA 95682  Maldu
B30 §75-6010

53C) 676-8033 Fax

rodd Valey Miwok-Maidu Cuftural Foundaticn
“hristcpher Suehead, Cultural Representative
20 Box 1450 Mok
Ssrasthil A 85821 Maidu
'E30) 367-38€3 - Voica / Fax
ammc @tocthil.net

United Auzum ndian Community of tha Auburn Ranchena
Jessica Tavares, Cheirparsan

8575 Men.g Drive, Suite 2 Maidy

Sockiin , CA G5TEE  MiwDk

@16 683-3720
916 BES-3727 -

This et in curmmnt oy se = #ae 30cx of THa dowermont.

Distioutian at Tie Gl does not relisve afty poreer of rwpo IRy it dakined In Secyon TORD of Te Froaith snd Safety Code,
Lnatinm IHOT 08 of ak Puibie MaEcoree-s Conks e St 0 of the Pubtic Resourow Sosts

Tiviw s ks wwmmm-MunmuMmmﬂmmw
Mmrend =1



ECORP Consulting, Inc.

P ENVIRONMZINTAL LONG JLTM 5

January 20, 2004
rRosk Enecs

15310 Bancrofs Road
Aubum, Caiforniz 95403

RE: Cuftyral Resourcas Identifcation Efforts, Almond Rancfi, Placer
County, California

Daar Ross Enos:

ECORP Cansulting, Inc, has besn retzined to assist in the piandfio O
of iz parce! incicated above, As part of the ldentificasion efforC¥pl ere sasking
information from all perties that may nave knowledye of dy Ry [

resources in the ares of study. A map showing the progiRs™

finrormation about culturel
oM of our investigation Is t

Amerk:an CDI‘[‘II’“’"LF. dby. We vowld apprecr a0
these resources in the project mdy ares.
others who can, we would apprec®

individuals. g

Ve encourage yau to pardcipate in this e :
may have on cultural rescurces Important 1o the Natve American community cannet be
avaluated unless we are aware the resourcs(s} sxist

If you have ary questions, please do not nesitate to contact me at SCORP Consuiting,
Inc. at 916-782-9100. Thank you In advance for vour partdpation i1 aur cultural
resource consuttation.

Sincearefy,

uliz K, Grzen
Cuitural Resourca Specialist

26l Dougles Bhd,, Suits |5
Rosevilie, Callfornia 95561
nEf& EEIE-' 2S00

916 7az9ise tiira) Resaurcas/NA consulation it doc
Eﬁqaﬂ;ﬂmqj@ﬁtmem AOTTE S22 ST as REmt, .
Wel: wwnw, scornconsuling . com
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MIwOK  Linited Auburm Indisn Commurhty
WANDL  of the Auburn Rencheria

s s e O e Sl B eanen Conl e aER
February 4, 2004

Julis Green

Cultmal Resource Specialigt

2260 Douglas Biwd, Suite 168

Roseville, California 95661

Subject: Impact to Culteral Resonrees on Project She

Dear Ms, Green,
We recently received & noification from you indicating that three development projects
(Almond Ranch, — ~ T T . are proposed ix Placer County that

have the potential to impact Native Ametican cultuml sites. As you may know, under the
California Environmental Quality Act and Section 106 of the National Historic
Prcamaﬁmﬁctyuumquudtamnmkwit&hﬂhﬁbesﬂﬂmyhﬂemﬁm
affilintions or interest in your project The United Auburn Indian Commumity is
cornposed of Miwok and Majdn Indisns with an ancestra) territory cncompassing Placer
and Nevada Countics, and surrounding areas. We are coneerned about projects that may
mpaﬂmmmhunﬂgmmdsandvﬂhge siles, and sites thet have cultural and
religioirs importance to uy.

We would like to review a copy of the archeological records search for each site and, i
the project arcas have not been proviomly surveyed, we request that a qualified
archacolegist propare a report docamenting a field survey before cach project is
appraved. Upon reviewing this information, we will determine if cultural resources of
mmportance to us may be impacted.

Please contact our environmental conmpitant, Dr. Shelley McGinnis, of Analytical

Environmental Services, at (916) 447-3479 if you have any questions regarding this
mattet,

Sincerely,

He AL

Greg Baker
Tribal Admiristrator:

Tribal OMice + 576 hanla Drtvn, Sube 2 - Rockin, GA 95788 » (18 § BE3-AY 20 - FAX (018) 6582727



